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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the communication filed on 8/6/04. 

2. Claim 1 was cancelled in a previous amendment. 

3. Claims 19-35 are cancelled in the current amendment. 

4. Claims 36-51 are added new claims. 

5. Claims 2-18 and 36-51 are pending in this action. 

6. The previous claim rejection provided under -35 USC §112 has been withdrawn 
since the problem was properly addressed in the current amendment. 

7. This action is final. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
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to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 7, 11, 15, 17, 36, 41, 48 and 50 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dolan et al. (Dolan) (US 
6,396,820 B1 ) in view of Bilgic et al. (Bilgic) (US 5,884,148). 
As per claim 2: In a communication system, a method comprising: 

receiving, at the base station, a base station service response 
message from said mobile switching center for acknowledging a call setup 
request by said base station reads on '820 (see col. 6, lines 29-33; col. 10, 
lines 6-19). But, Dolan does not explicitly teach about Initiating a base 
station-initiated call from a base station to a mobile station by sending a 
base station service request from the base station to a mobile switching 
center, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor 
Bilgic teaches that a base station is capable of analyzing a received call 
from a subscriber station and based on the analysis, initiates a call setup 
request message (col. 2, lines 61-65) to a base station control ler/MSC (see 
col. 12, lines 49-57) to which, the BSC, in turn sends a Service Response 
message to the base station (see col. 12, lines 23-25; also see fig. 1 ; 
claims 5, 13, 16, 26, and 28). It is evident in fig. 1 that even though the 
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dialed telephone number comes from wired devices, the connection with 
the base station is carried out via the URC wirelessly. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Dolan with that of Bilgic for 
the advantage of providing the flexibility and mobility afforded by a wireless 
service to an end user of a standard non-wireless device (see col. 2, lines 
29-37). 

As per claim 36: the features of claim 36 are similar to the features of 
claim 2. The difference is that claim 2 is a method claim and claim 36 is the 
apparatus to carryout the method steps of claim 2. Hence, claim 36 is 
rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 2. 
As per claim 7: The method wherein said base station Service Request 
contains, an identity of a mobile station on '820 (see col. 6, lines 25-51). It 
is know and obvious for a mobile station to use a mobile an identity in order 
to get access and service from a network, for instance see '820 (col. 21, 
lines 11-18). 

As per claim 1 1 : The method further comprising: 

determining said base station-initiated call is for a mobile station 
within a serving region of said mobile switching center reads on '820 (see 
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col. 6, Iines25-51). As modified above, the base station of the prior art 
would be able to initiate call setup message and the switching center would 
not be providing service unless a subscriber is within its jurisdiction/service 
region, as determined from received user's identification (see claim 7). 
As per claim 15: the method further comprising: 

receiving at said base station a request from a packet data network 
for establishing a packet data communication call with the mobile station 
reads on '820 (see col. 6, lines 18-51). 
As per claim 17: the method further comprising: 

receiving at said base station at least a packet data for transmission 
from a packet data network to the mobile station reads on '820 (see col. 6, 
lines 18-51). 

As per claim 41: the feature of claim 41 is similar to the feature of claim 7. 
Hence, claim 41 is rejected on the same ground as claim 7. 
As per claim 48: the feature of claim 48 is similar to the feature of claim 
15. Hence, claim 48 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as 
claim 15. 

As per claim 50: the feature of claim 50 is similar to the feature of claim 
17. Hence claim 50 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 
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17. 

Claims 3, 12-14 and 37, 45-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dolan in view of Bilgic as applied to claims 1 and 36 above, and 
further in view of Spartz et al. (Spartz) (US 6,178,337 B1). 

As per claim 3: the above references do not explicitly teach about sending a paging 
request message from said mobile switching center to said base station for establishing 
base station initiated call, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of 
endeavor, Spartz teaches that a mobile switching center (MSG) via the BSC A-interface 
sends a paging message to a base station, in accordance with the A-interface protocol, 
for establishing communication with a mobile station (see col. 14, lines 2-57). In other 
words Spartz is teaching that sending a page message from an MSG to a base station 
is a standard protocol. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to make a MSG page a base station since to 
do so is a standard practice, as taught by Spartz. 

As per claim 37: the feature of claim 37 is similar to the feature of claim 3. Hence claim 
37 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 3. 
As per claim 12: the method further comprising: 

sending a page message from said base station to the mobile station over a 
paging channel reads on '337 (see col. 14, lines 26-35). 

As per claim 45: the feature of claim 45 is similar to the feature of claim 1 2. Hence, 
claim 45 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 12. 
As per claim 13: the method further comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 09/739,923 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2683 

receiving a page response message from said mobile station at said base station 
through an access acknowledging reception of said page message from said base 
station reads on '337 9see col. 14, lines 20-35). 

As per claim 46: the feature of claim 46 is similar to the feature of claim 13. Hence, 
claim 46 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 13. 
As per claim 14: the method further comprising: 

Establishing said base station-initiated call between said mobile station and said 
base station reads on '148 (see col. 2, lines 50-65; col. 22, lines 43-45). 
As per claim 47: the feature of claim 47 is similar to the feature of claim 14. Hence, 
claim 47 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 14. 

Claims 4-6, 16, 18, 38-40, 49 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Dolan in view of Bilgic as applied to claims 1 and 36 above, 
and further in view of Manning et al. (Manning) (US 6,51 9,266). 
As per claim 4: The method further comprising: 

wherein said base station initiated call is for said mobile station reads 
on '337 (see col. 17, line 47-col. 18, line 14). According to the combination 
shown in the rejections of claims 2 and 19, a base station would be able to 
initiate call for any device having URC, which will enable the device 
become mobile. But, Dolan in view of Bilgic do not explicitly teach about 
establishing a Dormant state between a mobile station and said base 
station prior to said sending said base station Service Response message. 
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as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Manning 
teaches that a dormant state can be established between a mobile station 
and a network (see col. 2, line 65-col. 4, line 26, particularly col. 3, line 39- 
col. 4, line 26). It is obvious that a base station would have been part of the 
network. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the above 
reference/s with the teaching of Manning for the advantage of enabling 
mobile stations to be in a dormant state when there is not data to 
transmit/send and in an active state when there is data to send/transmit 
(see col. 3, line 57-col. 4, line 16). 
As per claim 5: The method further comprising: 

terminating all physical channels between said base station and said 
mobile station for said establishing said Dormant state reads on reads on 
'266 (see col. 3, lines 57-64; col. 4, lines 9-16). 
As per claim 6: But, The method further comprising: 

maintaining a Point to Point Protocol between said mobile station and 
a Packet Data Network during said Dormant state reads on '266 (see col. 
3, line 38-col. 4, line 26). 
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As per claim 16: The method further comprising: 

detecting a Dormant state between said mobile station and said base 
station reads on '266 (see col. 4, lines 9-16). Time is provided as 
means/detector for putting the mobile on a dormant state. 
As per claim 18: The method further comprising: 

detecting a Dormant state between said mobile station and said base 
station '266 (see col. 4, lines 9-16). Time is provided as means/detector for 
putting the mobile on a dormant state. 

As per claim 38: the feature of claim 38 is similar to the feature of claim 4. 
Hence, claim 38 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 4. 
As per claim 39: the feature of claim 39 is similar ot the feature of claim 5. 
Hence, claim 39 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 5. 
As per claim 40: the feature of claim 40 is similar to the feature of claim 6. 
Hence, claim 40 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 6. 
As per claim 49: the feature of claim 49 is similar to the feature of claim 
18. Hence, claim 49 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as 
claim 18. 
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As per claim 51 : the feature of claim 51 is similar to the feature of claim 
18. Hence, claim 51 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as 
claim 18. 

Claims 8-10 and 42-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dolan in views of Bilgic, as applied to claims 2 and 19 
and further in view of McWilliams (US 6,272,54761) 
As per claim 8: But, Dolan in view of Bilgic do not explicitly teach about 
starting a timer for counting an elapsed time from said sending said base 
station Service Request, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related 
field of endeavor, McWillimas teaches about a message sending and 
receiving computers using a message service for transferring a small 
amount of data files controlled by the initiating computer wherein the 
initiator sends a request message to the responder and at the same time it 
starts a timer (see col. 7, lines 26-36). Here, one skilled in the art would 
realize that the question is not fitting a timer into a device that requires one. 
The key question is the teaching of measuring time in association with 
electronic message (wireless or could be wired) to measure the time/delay. 
It is also to be noted that a base station and a base station controller 
includes computers that communicate each other using messaging data. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at 

the time the invention was made to further modify Dolan in view of Bilgic 

with the teaching of McWillimas for the advantage of reliably 

transferring/sending data/messages from one entity/computer to another 

(see col. 1, lines 18-22). 

As per claim 9: The method further comprising: 

re-sending said base station Service Request when said elapsed time 

exceeds a predetermined elapsed time reads on '547 (see col. 7, lines 26- 

36). 

As per claim 10: The method further comprising: 
stopping said timer when said base station Service Response message is 
received by said base station reads on '547 (see col. 7, lines 26-36).The 
timer in the instant reference stops/restarts, when the set time is reached. It 
is obvious that the same timer would stop upon detecting a response from 
a responding device. If not, the sender would not know whether or not the 
message is received and the timer would keep repeating because it is not 
detecting a response that would stop it. 

As per claim 42: the feature of claim 42 is similar to the feature of claim 8. 
Hence, claim 42 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as clime 8. 
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As per claim 43: the feature of claim is similar to the feature of claim 9. 
Hence, claim 43 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 9. 
As per claim 44: the feature of claim 44 is similar to the feature of claim 
44, Hence, claim 44 is rejected on the same ground as claim 10. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2-18 and 36-51 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Note: the 
combination of the prior art clearly shows that a base station initiates a call setup. 
Examiner realizes that applicant is attempting to show that the claimed base station 
initiates a call setup without being requested from other sources. But, the claims do not 
reflect that feature. Therefore, a suggestion is fonA/arded, to distinguish over the prior 
art, to define a procedure that shows the claimed base station sets up a call without a 
request from other sources. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N Zewdu whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
5418. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on (703) 308-5318. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 



WILLIAM TROST 
SUPERVISORY PATEWT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



08 November 2004. 



